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G eom etric m agic num bers of sodium clusters: Interpretation of the m elting behaviour
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Putative global m inin a of sodium clusters with up to 380 atom s have been located for two
m odel interatom ic potentials. Structures based upon the M ackay icosahedra predom inate for both
potentials, and the m agic num bers for the M urrellM ottram m odel show excellent agreem ent w ith
the sizes at which m axin a in the latent heat and entropy change at m elting have been found in

experin ent.

PACS numbers: 61464 w,3640M r

The m elting of sodium clusters has been the sub gct
of num erous recent studies. M uch of this interest has
arisen due to the availability of high-quality experin en—
taldata, which hasallow ed detailed com parisonsbetw een
theory and experin ent. In particular, the Haberland
group [I,l2,l3] have m easured the caloric curves ofm ass—
selected positively-charged sodim clusters wih up to
360 atom s, from which the m elting tem perature (T i)
and latent heat can be extracted. T he values of Ty, o1 for
these clusters are on average one third lower than that
forbulk, and show variationsofup to 50K depending
on the cluster size. T here have been a num ber of theo—
retical studies that, using di erent levels of theory, have
nvestigated the origins of the size-dependence of Ty, e
4,14,4,7,l8]. However, the peaks in them elting tem per-
ature do not seem to correlate either w ith the electronic
or geom etric shell closings of sodium clusters, and none
of those theoretical studies have been abl to provide a
satisfactory explanation for the non-m onotonic variation
of Ty exx- Signi cant progress was m ade in Haberland
et al’s m ost recent paper, in which they observed that
the energy and entropy changes on m elting provide m ore
structural nsight nto the system than Ty e iself [9]. In
particular, these tw o quantities exh b it pronounced m ax—
Ina at certain h agic numbers’, som e of which have a
clear interpretation in term sofgeom etric structures, such
as the M ackay icosahedra, whilst others rem ain unas—
signed. Therefore, a system atic Investigation of the ge-
om etric structure of sodiim clisters in this size range
would be of great help in the identi cation of the struc-
tures underlying these m agic num bers.

P revious work on the structure of sodium clusters has
for the m ost part concentrated on clustersw ith less than
60 atom s [0, 11, 11d, 113, 14, 14, [1d]. By contrast, n
this Letter w e have attem pted to locate the low est-energy
structures of sodium clusters for all sizes up to N = 380
using the basin-hopping globaloptin ization m ethod [17].
Such large sizes necessitate the use of a m odelpotential,
and we have considered two di erent fom s for the in-
teratom ic Interactions, nam ely the Gupta [1§, 19] and
M urreltM ottram ™M M ) R2G,I121,122] potentials. TheM M
potentialhasm ore param eters, hasbeen tted to a wider
range ofproperties, and exhibits good transferability 241.

T herefore, i is expected to be the m ore reliable of the
tw o potentials, but it is also signi cantly m ore expensive
to com pute. T he advantage of considering tw o potentials
isthat we can have greater con dence in those structural
features that are comm on to both potentials.

In Figure[ll, we have plotted the energies of the puta-—
tive globalm inim a for the two potentials, and Figure[d
show s the structures of som e of the m agic num ber clus—
ters. T he energies and coordinates for all the structures
are availabl at the Cambridge C luster D atabase R3].
ForN 57 the G upta globalm inin a have been previ-
ously reported by Laiet al. [14].

The Haberland group found that for N < 100 m any
sodium clusters do not show a clear m elting transition,
but pass from solid to liquid w ithout a pronounced la-—
tent heat [3]. Nass stands in contrast to this trend hav—
Ing a particularly high m elting tem perature, but Nasg
and N ay, also represent exceptions [@]. Both potentials
exhbit a pronounced m agic number at N =55, which,
as expected, corresponds to a com plte M ackay icosa—
hedron. Typically, there are two types of overlayer for
grow th on the surface ofaM ackay icosahedron. The rst,
the M ackay overlayer, continues the face-centred-cubic
(foe) packing of the twenty foc tetrahedra m aking up the
M ackay icosahedron, and leads to the next M ackay icosa-—
hedron. By contrast, the second, the antiM ackay over—
layer, adds atom s in sitesthat are hexagonalclose-packed
w ith respect to the underlying foc tetrahedra. T ypically,
grow th startso in the antiM ackay overlayer because of
a greater num ber of nearest-neighbour interactions, but
then sw itches to the M ackay overlayerbecause it involves
less strain 24, 124].

Interestingly, structures that do not adopt either of
these overlayers are prevalent for both potentials. The
m agic num ber at Na7;, a possble explanation for the
experim ental feature at N = 70, provides a good exam ple.
Both potentialshave the sam e C 5 globalm inin um , w here
the ve faces around the vertex of the 55-atom M ackay
icosahedron are covered by a M ackay-lke cap, but w here
both the overlyer and core have been tw isted w ith re—
spect to the idealM ackay sites. T his tw ist increases the
coordination num ber of som e of the surface atom s at the
expense of increased strain and createsa structure w here,
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FIG.1l: Energy of the globalm inin a found for the Gupta (upper panel) and MM (lower panel) potentials as a function of

size. Energies are given relative to E agic, which is a function tted to the energies of the rst four stronger m agic num bers.
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m agic

unlike both the antiM ackay and M ackay overlayers, the
surface consists entirely of flllg-lke faces. A sim ilar
structure is a m agic number at N = 92 and involves the
covering often facesw ith a M ackay overlayer, w hich then
undergoes a tw ist distortion, giving rise to a structure
w ith T point group sym m etry, instead ofC 3, forthe ideal
M ackay geom etry. T hese structures ook like a hybrid of
the 55atom and 147-atom M ackay icosahedra, because
they have triangular f111g faces of sizes corresponding
to both the an aller and larger M ackay icosahedra.

T he G upta potentialdoesnot exclusively exhib it struc—
turesbased on these tw isted icosahedra In this size range.
Forexample, at N = 81 a structure w here eight faces are
covered by an antiM ackay overlyer is the globalm in—
Inum . This di erence between the two potentials be-
com esm ore prom Inent at larger sizes. Forexam ple, there
isa feature at N 116 in the experin ental results that
hasbeen interpreted in term sofa M ackay structure w ith
15 ofthe faces of the underlying icosahedron covered [9].
B oth potentials have clear features near to this size. For
theM M potential, there isam agicnum beratN =116 and
at this size there are two m Inim a w ith alm ost the same
energy. The second-lowest m inin um corresponds to a
tw isted form of the structure suggested by H aberland et
al., and the lowest-energy isom er is based on a 116-atom
Ino decahedron but w ith the centralring ofatom stw isted

1:1568N ; Ep Myic =

0:4788 + 0:5261N =3 + 0:9852N 2= 1:1110N .

to rem ove any £100g faces. By contrast, the G upta po—
tentialhas a m agic num ber at N = 115 that corresponds
to an I, structurew ith a com plete antiM ackay overlayer.
This is an unusual feature, since the antiM ackay over-
layer is usually observed during the initial grow th on an
icosahedron R24], but not when that overlayer is nearly
com plete. M oreover, this structure is very high in energy
forthe M M potential.

E xperim entally, Na;47 is a prom inent m agic num ber,
and, again as expected, the M ackay icosahedron is the
globalm Inim um at this size orboth potentials. H ow ever,
for the G upta potential a m ore stable structure can be
obtained by rem oving the tw elve vertex atom s, giving rise
toamagicnumberatN =135 Fig.[). This feature is in
clear contradiction w ith experin ent.

For growth on the 147-atom M ackay icosahedron, the
di erencesbetween the resuls for the two potentials be—
com e even greater. For the MM potential structures
based upon the tw isted icosahedra continue to predom —
nate. However, the Gupta potential initially exhibits
structures wih a M ackay overlayer, and then sw itches
over to an antiM ackay overlayer near to the com pletion
ofthis overlayerat N = 267.

TheM M potential exhibits prom inent m agic num bers
at N =178, 216, 232 and 258, with weaker features at
184, 190, 200, 206, 222 and 238. These structures cor-



FIG.2: A selction of sodium clusters that show enhanced stabilities for the (@) Gupta and () M urrellM ottram potentials.
Each structure is labelled by the num ber of atom s and is point group sym m etry.

respond to covering sucoessive faces of the 147-M ackay
icosahedron w ith M ackay-like overlayers, but where the
core and surface again undergo a tw ist distortion. The
178 216~ 232—and 258-atom structures are equivalent
to the 71— 92— 101-and ll6-atom structures described
above and correspond to covering all the faces surround-
ng 1, 3, 4 and 6 vertices of the underlying icosahedron.
These features are in good agreem ent w ith the experi-
m ental resuls, which have clear features at N =178 and
216, and a am aller subpeak at N =184. No experin en—
tal features have yet been identi ed at N =232 and 258.
However, In this size range the data is sparse, and the
error bars are of sin ilar m agnitude to the size variation
ofthe properties. T herefore, it would be very interesting
if further experin ents were conducted at these sizes to
exam Ine the predictions ofthe M M m odel.

Interestingly, H aberland et al. suggested undistorted
M ackay structures to explain the magic numbers at
N =178 and 216 E]. However, i ism ore usually ound
that m ore stable structures are possble, when the ve-
coordinate atom s at the comers of the added triangular
faces are not occupied. For exam pl, this leads to m agic

num bers at N =173 and 213 for Lennard-Jones clusters
ﬂ]. T he tw ist distortion of the icosahedra provides a
possible explanation forthisdi erence In m agic num bers.
A sa consequence ofthe distortion, the coordination num -
ber forthe comeratom s increases from ve to six, m aking
i m ore favourable for these sites to be occupied.

T he m agic num bers for the G upta potential are com —
plktely di erent in this size range, because of the pref-
erence for both undistorted icosahedral structures and
em pty vertex sites. The m agic num bers at N =166, 186,
201, 216 and 241 are alldue to structuresw ith a M ackay
overlyer. If it were favourable for the six-coordinate ver—
tices to be occupied, these m agic sizes would Instead be
atN =173,196,213,230 and 258. Only if ve-coordinate
sitesw ere also occupied would them agic num bersbe 178,
200, 216, 232 and 258. Analogous to the particular sta—
bility 0fN a;15 in the grow th ofthe third shell, there isan-
otherm agic num ber at N = 267 whose structure involres
a com plete antiM ackay layer w ithout vertices. C loseby
N = 268),Haberland et al found a wellkstructured pho—
toelectron spectrum , but they attributed this feature to
the existence of an electronic shell closing rather than to



high point group symm etry [@]. Furthem ore, this com —
plete antiM ackay icosahedra again lies very high in en-
ergy orthe MM potential.

A s for the third shell, the com plete M ackay icosahe-
dron is not a m agic number for the Gupta potential,
but instead an icosahedron w ith twelve m issing vertices
is m ore stable, displacing the m agic number to N = 297.
TheM M potential still predicts the m agic num ber to be
at N =309, but the di erence in stability between the
297-and 309-atom structures ismuch sm aller. Indeed,
at N 360 structures w ith m issing vertices actually be—
com e m ore stable. The sin ilar behaviour of the two po—
tentials suggests that the loss of vertex atom s is a robust
structural feature for sodim ; the two potentials only dif-
fer in the size at which this e ect rst appears. These
results suggest that a plausib e explanation ofthe absence
ofan experin entalm agic numberat N = 309, but the ap—
pearance ofa feature at N = 298, is the greater stability of
aM ackay icosahedron that has lost its vertices. H ow ever,
H aberland et al. found that the m easured photoelectron
spectrum  for N ayeg is not com patble w ith such a struc—
ture [@]. Furthem ore, on m easuring the photoelectron
soectrum 0fN azpg as a function of tem perature, H aber-
land et al. found that a structural transition occurred at
about 40K below m elting [@]. Parallel tem pering sim u-—
lationsusing the G upta potential, how ever, did not show
evidence of any transitions prior to m elting for Nasgg.
T herefore, our resuls are unable to o era structural ex—
planation com patible w ith all the experim ental ndings
associated w ith the com pletion of the fourth icosahedral
shell, and their origin rem ains som ew hat m ysterious.

Finally, for growth of the fth icosahedral shell, the
sam e pattems continue, ie. M ackay overlayers for the
G upta potential and tw isted icosahedra forthe M M po-—
tential. In this size range, experim ents predict a peak
at N =360, or which the M M m agic num ber at N = 357
o ers a possble explanation.

In summ ary, our results support the conclisions de—
rived from H aberland et al’s recent analysis ofthe m elt—
ing behaviour of sodium clusters| nam ely that the clus-
ters in this size range are predom inantly icosahedral O £
the tw o potentials we have considered, the structures ob—
tained for the MM potential appear m ore reliable and
the m agic num bers are In excellent agreem ent w ith ex—
perin ent. In particular, we suggest that the experin en—
tal features at sizes interm ediate between the com plete
M ackay icosahedra are due to icosahedralstructuresw ith
a M ackay overlyer, but where both the core and over—
layer undergo a tw ist distortion to give structures that
have only flllg-lke faces. It is noteworthy that such
features cannot be captured by a paimw ise-additive inter—
atom ic potential.
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